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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely , 

Aaron Nolen 
167 Bleecker st, Apt 8 
New York, NY 1001 2 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
Wiishington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

-4s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by iliaking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record T V  to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send a n  ernail clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment, A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely , 

Randy Burka 
2427 Hannover Way 
Spring, TX 77388 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

,4s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Forrest Chamberlain 
14 Vale Dr. 
South Burlington, V T  05403 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Co pps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As n consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coinmunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. ' 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Samuel Bledsoe 
926 Old Farmington Rd. 
I,ewisburg, TN 37091 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and utizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing morne studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This udl result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
funchonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

e m  gamer 
4006 NE 11th 
Portland, OR 97212 
USA 



To Page 1 of 1 2.43:17 PM, 1011 OJ03 541 3023099 - 

October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am writlng to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ot "broadcast tlag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and citlren, I feel strongly that such a poky  would be bad ?or lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption ot DTV 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manutacturers' ablltty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly retlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferior functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an investment in DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I will not pay more for devices that llmit my rlghts at the behest o? Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital teievlslon. Thank you tor your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

H NIX 
105 Dorls Lane Apt A 
Florence, AL 35630 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast 
flag” technology for digital television As a consuaer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers‘ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don‘t necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Arun Murti 
3306 Newton Street 
Torrance, CA 9 0 5 0 5  
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag:" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compebtive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
t h e i r  customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This  will result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that k t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital televlsion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Nelson Wilkinson 
2028 N Taylor St. 
Arlington, VA 22207 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngtan, D.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a poky  would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adaptlon ot D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty ta Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle atudlos ta veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmtt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Derrell Plper 
1365 Meadowrldge Drlve 
Corralltos, CA 95076 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  rights, nnd the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

technology for digital television. As 0 c o n m e r  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics muat be rooted in manufacturem’ ability to innovate for thek cuetomem. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new produc$ they can 
create This will result in products that don’t necesrarily reflect what conuumera like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveetment in DTV-capable receivem and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my righte at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
techology for digital television lhuk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Seung Yi 
502 W Main #310 
Urbana, IL 61801 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag“ technology for digital 
televlsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultunate adoption of DTV. 

A robust., competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers‘ abdity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. T h i s  d l  result in products that don‘t necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Laird 
10335 NE 201st PI 
Bothell, WA 98011 
USA 
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October 10, 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

set h benson 
1239 17th Street 
San Francisco, CA 94107 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcaat flag” technology for digital television. Ap a c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ a w t y  to hutovate for thek. customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-recepthn equipment will enable the studios to tell technologbb what new products they can 
create Thio will result in products that don’t neceemarily reflect what consumm lite me actually want and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior h c t i o d t y .  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lees likely to make an inveplment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I wiU not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pleaae do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. l h n k  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Spencer Cross 
814 1/4 N Detroit St. 
Lou Angeles, CA 90046 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would he had for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it cou 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

0 

d 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Weeks 
4760 El Centro Ave 
Oakland. CA 94602 
USA 



To Page 1 of 1 2.32.46 PM, 10/10103 5413023099 - 

October I O ,  2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technolaglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necesserrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Alex Deucher 
1309 North Glebe Road 
Arllngton, VA 22207 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Cornmssioner Michael J. C o p s  
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and cittzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultunate adophon of DTV. 

,4 robust, compettbve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowmg movie studtos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make pn investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for devices that h t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sin cere1 y, 

Frank Branham 
5876 Dana Drive 
Norcross, GA 30093 
USA 
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October I O ,  2663 

Commlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ot "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innwatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon at D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty. 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capabld recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast tlag technology tor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jeff Hodges 
612 Lorrlane Ave 
BowlIng Green, OH 43402 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
Federal Communicattons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r i g h t s  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Timothy McClmahan 
1441 102nd Ave N E  
Bellevue, WA 98004 
USA 



To Page 1 of 1 225.47 PM, 10/10103 5413023099 - 

October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, 0.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and eltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky  would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adaptlon or DN 

A robust, cornpetithe market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor fundlonaltty. 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Justln Casp 
6814 NW 52nd Terrace 
Galnesvllle, FL 32853 
USA 

. 



Christopher Lyndon Crowson 
1712 Woodward 
Apartment 2 15 
Austin Texas 78741 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmussioner Michael J. Copps: 

I see the issue of broadcast flags as yet another in a long line of attempts to control the fkee flow of 
inforn7ation. Only through the availability of information are we able to make informed choices. By regulation 
of information one institutes a form of control. Thus I feel it is my duty to stand against this method of control 
which I would not inflict on anyone. Broadcast flags were not conceived by the general public as a means to 
help gain infornmtion, but by a vested interest to limit the actions of the public to do what they will with 
information fieely offered to them. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Lyndon Crowson 

1 
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October 16, 2003 

Cammlssloner Mlchael J. Capps 
Federal Com m u n lcatlons Cam mlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Capps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my apposltlan to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology far dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a p o k y  would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adaptlan of D N  

A robust, competltive market for consumer electranks must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mavle studlos to veto leatures ot DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Peter Lawrence 
120 Ralph McGlll Blvd 
Apt i i o a  
Atlanta, GA 30308 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner lsiichael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually he less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tins. 

Sincerely, 

Kip Manley 
1619 SE 48 
Portland, OR 97215 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

James Vel tch 
5 9 4 0  Arapaho 
#215 
Dallas, TX 7 5 2 4 9  
USA 



Peter Pownall 
6-6 Liszt Gate 
Toronto, Canada 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washngton, D.C. 205-54 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

The movie industry is without a doubt the most abusive industry I buy fiom. Please do not support them in 
their desire to increase their attrocious behaviour towards their own customers. 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiorn watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Peter Pownall 

1 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits o f  switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be fa r  more palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer i f  switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet  another device in my living room. Please do not 
allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose D W  
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record W to  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility tha t  I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier n/ picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kirk Wallbillich 
8517 Moraine Drive 
Frisco, TX 75034 


